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ABSTRACT 

 
 

A total of 281 stream sections were sampled in 1995 to monitor trends in spring and 
summer chinook salmon Oncorhynchus tshawytscha and steelhead trout O. mykiss parr 
populations in Idaho. Percent carrying capacity and density estimates were summarized for 
1985-1995 by different classes of fish: wild A-run steelhead trout, wild B-run steelhead trout, 
natural A-run steelhead trout, natural B-run steelhead trout, wild spring and summer chinook 
salmon, and natural spring and summer chinook salmon. The 1995 data were also summarized 
by subbasins as defined in Idaho Department of Fish and Game's 1992-1996 Anadromous 
Fish Management Plan. 

 
Snake River steelhead trout are currently being considered for listing as "threatened" 

under the Endangered Species Act. Chinook salmon were listed as "threatened" in 1992, and 
reclassified as "endangered" in 1994 on an emergency basis. Parr density monitoring indicated 
that Idaho steelhead trout and chinook salmon populations remained at critically low levels in 
1995, with chinook salmon parr populations taking a dramatic plunge. Estimates of densities 
patterned those of percent carrying capacity for all classes of steelhead trout and chinook 
salmon. Percent carrying capacity and densities of natural and wild spring and summer chinook 
salmon dropped to the lowest levels on record in 1995. Out of the last five years (the length of 
the chinook life cycle) only one year class showed even moderate strength (1993 brood year or 
1994 parr). Densities and percent carrying capacity for all classes of steelhead trout were at 
similar levels in 1995 compared to 1994, and were less than the 1985-1995 average. 
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